It is proved that two previously known su cient conditions for regularity o f i n terval matrices are equivalent in the sense that they cover the same class of interval matrices.
is nonsingular, and is said to be singular otherwise. It has been proved recently 5] that the problem of checking regularity o f i n terval matrices is NP-hard. Therefore, in practical computations we m ust resort to veri able su cient regularity conditions (which are not necessary). The most commonly used su cient condition is due to Beeck c . Therefore, the condition (0.2) seems to be more general than (0.1). In this note we s h o w that in fact it is not so, since both (0.1) and (0.2) are equivalent in the sense that they cover the same class of interval matrices prescribed by the condition (0.1) (the so-called strongly regular interval matrices 3]). This equivalence will be a consequence of the following result which, moreover, shows that we can never do better than with R = A ;1 is given by (0.3) ). If any of them is satis ed, then A I is regular.
Proof. If (i) holds, then it su ces to set R := A ;1 c to have (ii) satis ed. The converse implication follows directly from Theorem 1, and the last assertion is simply a restatement of the su cient conditions by Beeck 1] and Rump 9] .
In this way w e h a ve proved that the conditions (0.1) and (0.2) cover the same class of interval matrices. Obviously, the condition (0. and also 7], where a counterexample is given.
Finally we note that to achieve the inequality (G R ) < 1 p r o vided (jA ;1 c j ) < 1 holds, R must be chosen as a su ciently close approximation to A ;1 c .
